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privileges of the nobility being at that time of paramount im-
portance. The aim of Socialism is to create a class-less society.
Without being a follower of Karl Marx, no one with a sincere
desire for a new order in the society of the future can wish to
uphold the preservation of social distinctions. It is therefore
no longer sufficient to state that social distinctions should be
dependent upon usefulness to the community, but essential in
this case to insist on the intention of doing away entirely with all
social distinctions. They cannot be abolished by decree, since
they exist in the present form of society in a natural way. Should
the economic basis of society remain fundamentally unchanged,
the issuing of decrees would make no difference whatever to the
vital functions of society. But if a definite economic change is
envisaged and it is accepted that society cannot be suddenly
transformed, the aim can nevertheless be expressed in the form
of a fundamental principle to give the superstructure of society
the requisite directive to conform with the necessities and desires
of the basic infra-structure. In this sense only should the follow-
ing proposal be understood: " The use of the citizen shall
depend entirely on his usefulness to the community in a society
tending to abolish all social distinctions."
Article 2 states: " The aim of all political associations is the
preservation of the natural and imprescriptible rights of man.*'
This statement is as valid to-day as it was 150 years ago.
But what are these rights? Freedom? Naturally. Property?
Here the importance of Article 17 can immediately be seen. It
is no longer possible merely to say " property " for the reasons
already explained. The word could be simply omitted. It would
be equally possible to create a new notion of property by divid-
ing it into two parts. On the one hand the individual and per-
sonal aspect of property could be considered in the sense of the
personal and individual affairs of a citizen, his house, lodgings
or other personal belongings, etc., i.e. this part of capital which
does not exploit and which the owner does not invest. On the
other hand, the general and productive aspect of property, i.e.
this part of capital used for exploitation, allowed to accumulate,
or invested, including all means of production, such as factories,
mines, and other industrial or agricultural installations, could
be defined. The subdivision of the notion of " property " once
accepted, the protection of thus clearly defined individual and
personal property could be agreed as a natural right, while
general and productive property would be excluded. It would
then be possible instead of " property " to say " individual and
personal property ".